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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This action is responsive to the following communications: Amendment, filed 
08/27/2009. 

2. Claims 1-15 are pending, claims 1 , 8, and 9 are independent claims. 

3. Applicant's arguments (see Remarks, p. 6), overcome the previous objection to 
independent claims 8 and 9 under 37 CFR 1 .75, therefore the claim objection is 
withdrawn. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

Claims 1-15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Girardot, et al., "Millau: an encoding format for efficient representation and 
exchange of XML over the web", ("Millau"), Elsevier Science Publishers, June 
2000, p. 1-21, as cited in IDS filed 04/06/2006. 

Regarding independent claim 1, Millau teaches a computing device 
programmed with a client that can operate with a parser or generator for both text and 
binary mark up languages; because Millau teaches a binary SAX parser (p. 7, Sect. 
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4.2), and a DOM parser for an XML stream (p. 8, Sect. 4.3). Millau teaches a 
computing device programmed with a client to operate the parsers (p. 16-17, Fig. 2). 

Millau teaches in which the client uses a unique integer value that can be 
interpreted in an index of elements, attributes and attribute values needed to describe a 
particular type of mark-up document, because Milau teaches defining integer tokens for 
the tag code space, i.e., elements, the attribute names code space and the attribute 
value code space (p. 5-7; Table 2). 

Millau teaches the index mapping that unique integer value (a) to a token 
associated with a prededefined element, attribute or attribute value to enable a token 
based mark up language to be handled; because Milau teaches defining integer tokens 
for the tag code space, i.e., elements, the attribute names code space and the attribute 
value code space (p. 5-7; Table 2). 

Millau teaches and also (b) to a string associated with a predefined element, 
attribute or attribute value to enable a string based mark up language to be handled; 
because Milau teaches mapping the token values to an associated string (p. 5-7; Table 
2). 

Regarding dependent claim 2, Millau teaches the device of Claim 1 in which 
the text mark up language is XML and the binary mark up language is WBXML, at p. 3. 

Regarding dependent claim 3, Millau teaches the device of Claim 1 in which a 
table of mappings of each of the tokens to each of the strings is created and each 
mapping is given one of the unique integer values (p. 7-8). 
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Regarding dependent claim 4, Millau teaches the device of Claim 3 in which 
two lists of unique integer values are created: one indexed on tokens and the other 
indexed on the index of the position of a string in a string pool table, because Milau 
teaches a hash table, i.e. a string pool table (p. 9-10, Sect. 4.6). 

Regarding dependent claim 5, Millau teaches the device of Claim 1 in which 
there is an extensible framework that accepts one or more mark-up language parsers 
and/or generators, each implemented as plug-ins to the framework, with different plug- 
ins enabling different kinds of mark up languages to be handled by the device, because 
Millau discloses a client server application using parsers implemented as plug-ins 
enabling different kinds of markup languages (p. 16-17, Sect. 6.1). 

Regarding dependent claim 6, Millau teaches in which there is a namespace 
plug-in to the extensible framework that sets-up art the elements, attributes and attribute 
values for a namespace, because Milau teaches defining integer tokens for the tag code 
space, i.e., elements, the attribute names code space and the attribute value code 
space (p. 5-7; Table 2). 

Regarding dependent claim 7, Millau teaches the device of Claim 6 in which 
the index is encapsulated in the namespace plug-in and therefore is insulated from the 
client, parser and generator, because Millau teaches converting markup languages 
using an existing plugin, and then using the Milllau plug in which is encapsulated (p. 16- 
17, Sect. 6.1). 
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Regarding independent claim 8 and dependent claims 10-15, claims 8-15 are 
directed to the method of parsing a markup language document to be implemented by 
the device as claimed in claims 1-7, and is rejected along a similar rationale. 

Regarding independent claim 9, claim 9 is substantially similar to claim 8, and 
is rejected along the same rationale, since Millau discloses methods of both parsing and 
generating markup language documents (see p. 17-18 for example). 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed 08/27/2009 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

In the Remarks, applicant presents only one argument regarding the rejections of 
claims 1-15 under 35 USC 102(b) as anticipated by Millau; the argument is that in 
regard to independent claim 1 , Millau "...discloses only a parser for a binary mark-up 
language. There is no teaching or suggestion of a parser that is for both binary and text 
based mark-up languages. Indeed, Girardot et al. [Millau] does not teach or suggest a 
parser for text based markup-languages at all." (bracketed reference added; Remarks, 
p. 8, par. 3; also see Remarks, p. 7-8). However, applicant's arguments are an 
incorrect characterization of Millau, because Millau discloses that at least four parsers 
are provided, which include two SAX parsers, the first SAX parser producing traditional 
SAX events, and the second SAX parser being a Binary SAX parser, and two DOM 
based parsers, the first one creating a conventional DOM tree and the second one 
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creating a Binary DOM tree (p. 6, par. 1-2). Therefore Millau discloses two text parsers 
and two binary parsers. 

The description of the Millau parsers disclosed in p. 6-9 describes the four 
parsers in more detail. Millau also explicitly discloses compressing text or multimedia 
data at p. 19, par. 5, sect. 7. Further, throughout the Millau reference, it is clearly 
disclosed that some of the original documents run through the parsers are XML 
documents (p. 12, sect. 5.2, par. 1-2), which applicant has defined as a text based 
markup language (Remarks, p. 7, par. 3). Millau also teaches parsing a Millau stream 
(p. 12, sect. 5.2, par. 1-2), which applicant has defined as a binary markup language 
(Remarks, p. 7, par. 3). 

For these reasons, it is believed that Millau does disclose each and every feature 
of independent claim 1 , including the limitation "...a client that can operate with a parser 
or generator for both text and binary mark up languages...". Applicant presents similar 
arguments in regard to independent claims 8 and 9, and all claims depending therefrom 
(Remarks, p. 8), and for similar reasons, it is believed that the rejections of claims 1-15 
as being anticipated by Millau should be maintained. 

Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
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TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to AMELIA RUTLEDGE whose telephone number is 
(571 )272-7508. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday 9:30 - 6:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Doug Hutton can be reached on 571-272-4137. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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